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1
CONSERVATION MODELING ENGINE
FRAMEWORK

FIELD OF THE INVENTION

The present invention generally describes conservation
modeling engine tools for planning enterprise-wide conser-
vation initiatives.

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION

Conservation plans are useful in the management of enter-
prise resources. For example, with respect to an agricultural
business, a soil conservationist may evaluate a property’s soil,
water, air, plant and animal resources and write a plan that
proposes actions addressing resource management and con-
ditions. Clients generally prefer options, and thus it is pre-
ferred that alternative actions are offered within a given plan,
which provides more flexibility to clients in creating budgets
and installation schedules for deploying or upgrading sys-
tems in order to conserve or to more efficiently utilize
resources.

Creation, selection and deployment of conservation plans
generally involves system or resource specialists using tacit
information and manual calculations, and thus the plans writ-
ten and choices made are highly dependent upon skill sets and
knowledge specific and personal to the specialists involved.
Moreover, conservation efforts may require accommodating
multiple goals, objectives and preferences, some of which
may conflict in creating a given plan. Thus, the presence of
multiple issues and considerations may cause prior art con-
servation plans to fail to meet the needs of a client.

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION

Methods provide programmable conservation modeling
engines in communication with different customizable
resource conservation modules, each resource conservation
module customized to a distinct resource. The programmable
conservation modeling engines are configured by logic com-
ponents to select one of the customizable resource conserva-
tion modules customized to a resource identified for conser-
vation and to select user-defined criteria as a function of the
resource identified for conservation and the selected conser-
vation module. Input data is selected and collected as a func-
tion of the resource identified for conservation and the
selected customizable resource conservation module and
used by the programmable conservation modeling engines to
weight the selected and collected input data as a function of
the selected user-defined criteria. Different optimized conser-
vation plans are created as a function of the weighted input
data and the selected customizable resource conservation
module, each of the optimized conservation plans having a
different implementation cost, a different time for implemen-
tation and a different total amount of the identified resource
saved, and optimized conservation plans are displayed by
distinguishing relative different implementation costs, difter-
ent times for implementation and different total amounts of
the identified resource saved.

Service methods are also provided comprising deploying
programmable conservation modeling engine frameworks or
logic components to configure programmable conservation
modeling engines according to the method steps described
above, for example by a service provider who offers to imple-
ment, deploy, and/or perform functions for others. Still fur-
ther, articles of manufacture comprising a computer usable
medium having a computer readable program in said medium
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are provided. Such program code comprises instructions
which, when executed on a computer system, cause the com-
puter system to perform one or more method and/or process
elements described above for a programmable conservation
modeling engine framework. Moreover, systems, articles and
programmable devices are also provided, configured for per-
forming one or more method and/or process elements of the
current invention for providing a programmable conservation
modeling engine framework, for example as described above.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

These and other features of the methods, systems and
devices according to the present application will be more
readily understood from the following detailed description of
the various aspects of the embodiments taken in conjunction
with the accompanying drawings in which:

FIG. 1 is a diagrammatic illustration of a method, process
or system for providing a conservation modeling engine
framework according to the present invention.

FIG. 2 illustrates a conservation modeling engine frame-
work according to the present invention.

FIG. 3 is a block diagram of a Resource Conservation
Module according to the present invention.

FIG. 4 is a tabular diagram illustrating a display of differ-
entiated optimized plans by a conservation modeling engine
framework according to the present invention.

FIG. 5 illustrates a programmable device or module con-
figured to provide a conservation modeling engine frame-
work according to the present invention.

FIG. 6 illustrates an exemplary computerized implemen-
tation of a conservation modeling engine framework accord-
ing to the present invention.

The drawings are not necessarily to scale. The drawings are
merely schematic representations, not intended to portray
specific parameters of the invention. The drawings are
intended to depict only typical embodiments of the invention,
and therefore should not be considered as limiting the scope
of the invention. In the drawings, like numbering represents
like elements.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE INVENTION

For convenience, the Detailed Description of the Invention
has the following sections:

1. General Description; and

II. Computerized Implementation.

1. General Description

Conservation initiatives deployed to save resources (e.g.
water, electricity, etc.) in areas with shortages require the
consideration of a plurality of objectives, costs and party
interests. Decisions made on an enterprise level are complex,
and lack of adequate or sophisticated planning may result in
deployment plans inappropriate to some important objec-
tives.

FIG. 1illustrates a method, process or system for providing
a conservation modeling engine framework 10 according to
the present invention. At 12 a plurality of different customi-
zable resource conservation modules is provided, each of the
different customizable resource conservation modules cus-
tomized to a distinct resource (e.g. water, natural gas, elec-
tricity, carbon emissions, etc.). At 14 a programmable con-
servation modeling engine is provided in communication
with the customizable resource conservation modules,
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wherein the programmable conservation modeling engine is
configured by one or more logic components.

As configured, at 16 the conservation modeling engine
selects one of the customizable resource conservation mod-
ules customized to a resource identified for conservation, at
18 selects user-defined criteria as a function of the resource
identified for conservation and the selected customizable
resource conservation module, and at 20 selects and collects
input data as a function of the resource identified for conser-
vation and the selected customizable resource conservation
module. At 22 the conservation modeling engine weights the
selected and collected input data as a function of the selected
user-defined criteria and at 24 creates different optimized
conservation plans as a function of the weighted input data
and the selected customizable resource conservation module.

Each of the optimized conservation plans has different
attributes used to distinguish the plans and thereby select one
or more plans, including divergent implementation costs,
times for implementation and total amounts of the identified
resource saved, as well as other attributes.

At 26 the conservation modeling engine displays the best
optimized conservation plans with respect to different rela-
tive attributes, such as implementation costs, different times
for implementation and different total amounts of the identi-
fied resource saved, etc. In some embodiments the display at
26 may comprise recommending each of a subset group of
optimized plans as a function of each having a most preferred
(e.g. highest or lowest or best) value of a total executing cost,
atotal amount of resources saved, a period of time for execut-
ing the plan, best return on investment, etc., relative to the
other optimized conservation plans. Thus, one embodiment
may show and/or recommend a lowest cost plan, another that
saves the most resources, and another that may be imple-
mented the fastest.

FIG. 2 illustrates a conservation modeling engine frame-
work 100 according to the present invention. Static input data
102 includes fixed or generally non-variable enterprise
project resources, for example the number of buildings under
management or use, numbers of types of water faucets in the
buildings and resource usage, maintenance and upgrade bud-
gets (for example, relative to faucets, energy costs for hot
water faucets, water provider bills for water usage, upgrade
budget, etc.), and still other static data 102 useful according to
the present invention may be apparent to one skilled in the art.

Dynamic input data 104 includes variable data inputs
dynamically derived from the latest data available etc. Illus-
trative but not exhaustive examples include dynamic weather
service feeds (for example, drought or heighten-fire risk con-
ditions predicted to occur or continue over a given future time
period); commodities reports; population statistics; traffic
conditions (for example, local freeway construction impact-
ing traffic flows, resulting in predicted lower miles-per-gallon
performance for company and commuter vehicles and/or
increased use of mass transit options, etc.); and current
regional or extra-regional energy usage, demands availability
or costs. Thus, with respect to a water management plan,
dynamic inputs 104 may include weather, expected water
shortage changes, expected water price increase, and
expected growth of an area covered by a water source. Still
other dynamic data 104 useful according to the present inven-
tion may be apparent to one skilled in the art.

Real-time resource information may also be provided by
sensor outputs 106, for example water level observations
provided by reservoir and well detectors; metered real-time
water flow from each faucet; real-time traffic patterns; current
electrical energy usage on a given grid; current market pricing
for natural gas; current carbon gas emissions at given loca-
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tions or regions; and still other sensor outputs 106 useful
according to the present invention may be apparent to one
skilled in the art.

As discussed above, Customizable Resource Conservation
Modules 110 are selected and incorporated into the Conser-
vation Modeling Engine 116 for use as a function of identified
resource(s) of concern, and static data 102, dynamic data 104
and sensor outputs 106 are weighted through user-defined
criteria 108 selected and relevant to the resource(s) of concern
and a selected Module 110. User-defined criteria 108 include
weightings, priorities, thresholds, including maximum bud-
get available, amount of resource that must be saved, and still
other criteria useful according to the present invention may be
apparent to one skilled in the art.

The present invention provides for the use of different
Resource Conservation Modules 110 for different resources
as well as for different conservation models, enabling a highly
customizable system that applies to different domain areas
wherein users do not have to modify application code to
reapply the framework 100 to different domains. Resource
Conservation Modules 110 include user input data, depen-
dencies and rules components specific to given identified
resource or resources and may be represented as extensible
mark-up language (XML ) files, data objects or as other data
files.

User-defined thresholds and targets 112 are also provided
to the Conservation Modeling Engine 116, and in some cases
incorporated into the selected and incorporated Customizable
Resource Conservation Module 110 (as is more fully dis-
cussed below). The user-defined thresholds and targets 112
may comprise maximum time and materials costs, or maxi-
mum time for completion of a conservation plan project, as
specified by a budget or an authorizing or managing entity,
and still other thresholds and targets 112 useful according to
the present invention may be apparent to one skilled in the art.
Historic data 114 is also provided to the Conservation Mod-
eling Engine 116, and also in some cases incorporated into a
selected and incorporated Customizable Resource Conserva-
tion Module 110: illustrative but not exhaustive examples
include historic weather patterns for a relevant region, time of
year (e.g. average rainfall of recent, current and future time
periods), average water usage per day for the present time
period (e.g. usual summer usage relevant to landscape main-
tenance), and still other historic data 114 useful according to
the present invention may be apparent to one skilled in the art.

The Conservation Modeling Engine 116 is thus enabled to
create and output a plurality of optimized conservation plans
124. The optimized conservation plans 124 may be presented
for selection and implementation by a user entity, or they may
be automatically selected and implemented by the Conserva-
tion Modeling Engine 116. Attributes of the optimized con-
servation plans 124 are also used as feedback 129 to the
user-defined criteria 108 component, in one aspect to change
user-defined targets, thresholds, inputs and weights used to
weight the static data 102, dynamic data 104 and sensor
outputs 106 as discussed above.

FIG. 3 provides a block diagram illustration of'a Resource
Conservation Module 110 according to the present invention
comprising a plurality of components 130-150. Some of the
components 130-150 are specific to a resource of concern,
and thus differ between different modules drawn to different
resources of concern. For purposes of illustration, each of the
components 130-150 are described presently below for dif-
ferent module 110 embodiments drawn to one each of water,
electricity, natural gas and carbon emissions resources,
though it will be appreciated that other resources and models
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may be practiced (e.g. gasoline, diesel, hybrid, hydrogen,
biofuel use and distribution, vehicular selection and deploy-
ment, etc.)

The Requirements & Regulations component 130 incorpo-
rates requirements from governmental or other regulating and
certifying bodies specific: examples include mandates for
low-flow devices and time-dependent bans on watering lawns
(e.g. “Monday through Friday”) in a water module 110; peak
hours consumption limits (e.g. for heating and cooling) and
building insulation requirements in an electricity module
110; energy usage constraints and loss restrictions in a natural
gas module 110; and operation time restrictions, require-
ments for carbon trading and/or exchange participation, and
pollution control requirements and restrictions, in some
embodiments industry or application-dependent, for a carbon
emissions module 110.

A target completion date component 132 may also be pro-
vided, in some example specifying a plurality of phased
completion dates for implementation (e.g. “complete Phase 1
by end of second quarter, and Phase 2 by end of fourth
quarter”). A Budget considerations component 134 incorpo-
rates resource or plan-specific limits and parameters: in a
water module 110 example a municipal bond limit of forty
million dollars (US$40M) and fiscal milestones, some lim-
ited to non-crisis mode upgrades applications; in contrast, a
Power Grid upgrade project budget limit of one hundred
million dollars (US$100M) is provided by an electricity mod-
ule 110 example, a cost of unit conversions and costs and
availability of alternatives is provided by a natural gas module
110 and costs and availability of unit conversions, alterna-
tives, carbon emissions equity trading and capability moni-
toring are provided by a carbon emissions module 110.

An Optional Practices component 136 may incorporate
rolling shortages and permanent changes capabilities as well
as peak hour limitations, and construction limitations in the
water module 110; rationing, on/off peak penalties/rewards
(e.g. energy credits), and brownout or blackout capabilities
may be considered in the electricity module 110; facility
rationing capabilities and requirements for use and/or avail-
ability of alternatives may be considered in the natural gas
module 110; and shut down and/or line down requirements,
facility and/or community requirements, and use of trading
partners may be considered in the carbon emissions module
110.

The Optional Equipment component 138 may consider and
compare the performance of different flow devices in meeting
full, medium and/or low-flow standards in the water module
110; lower wattage fixtures or appliances and supplemental
sources (e.g. wind, solar energy sources) may be considered
in the electricity module 110; and high-efficiency units and
hybrid units may be identified and considered in the natural
gas module 110 and/or the carbon emissions module 110,
which may also consider emission control and filtration
devices. Dynamic regional Alerts 140 (e.g. from dynamic
data feeds 104 of FIG. 2) may be directly incorporated into the
Resource Conservation Module 110, for example drought,
fire or high-ultra violet (UV) index warnings may be consid-
ered in the water module 110; brown out condition or peak
usage alerts may be considered in the electricity module 110;
shortages and local price spikes may be considered in the
natural gas module 110; and pollution indexes may be con-
sidered in the carbon emissions module 110.

The Usage Information component 142 may incorporate
data from the dynamic data 104, sensor outputs 106, historic
data 114 and other sources. Thus, peak water usage times,
members per household, gallons used per member and aver-
age community usage may be considered in the water module
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110; peak electricity usage times; members per household,
kilowatt-hours usage per household member, and high-use
and critical use identification parameters may be considered
in the electricity module 110; cubic feet consumption per
household, members per household, high-use and critical use
identification and peak time parameters may be considered in
the natural gas module 110; and cubic feet generation or
consumption per household, members per household, high-
use and critical use identification parameters, and peak time
parameters may be considered in the carbon emissions mod-
ule 110.

The Amounts of Resource Available component 144 may
incorporate data from the dynamic data 104, sensor outputs
106, historic data 114 and other sources: thus reservoir levels
(e.g. as obtained from the sensor outputs 106), number of and
capacity of available water wells and average well depth may
be considered in the water module 110; grid capacity may be
considered in the electricity module 110; market availability
and on-site resource amounts or capacity may be considered
in the natural gas module 110; and carbon-emitting practices,
locations, equipment, and monitoring capability may be con-
sidered in the carbon emissions module 110.

The Unique Resource Requirements component 146 con-
siders the physical properties of the resources with respect to
utilization, storage, etc. Thus, in a water module 110 purity
and contaminant targets, limits or densities must be met, or
some physical plants and components may require environ-
mental and operational temperatures above freezing tempera-
tures (e.g. sensor outputs 106 must indicate temperatures
above 33 degrees Fahrenheit during implementation of an
upgrade, perhaps requiring delay of an upgrade phase until
after May 15th in some northern hemisphere locations); bat-
tery storage, output, insulation and minimum separation dis-
tance requirements may be considered in the electricity mod-
ule 110; and safety requirements, temperature requirements,
purity and contaminant requirements and storage practices
may be considered in the natural gas module 110 and the
carbon emissions module 110, which may also consider emis-
sion concentration, other pollutant presence and contributors
and storage and exchange practices.

User defined rules 148, including priorities, allowable
combinations, and thresholds and required degrees of adher-
ence to regulations and rules and defined weightings, may be
incorporated into the module 110 from the user-defined cri-
teria 108, the user-defined thresholds and targets 112 and
from other sources, in some embodiments as provided or
further refined and revised through feedback 129 to the user-
defined criteria 108 from the optimized conservation plans
124 produced by the Conservation Modeling Engine 116. A
Rate of Change of a Resource 150 may also be observed and
considered, in some examples as provided by the sensor out-
puts 106 and dynamic data feeds 104 in view of static data 102
and historic data 14 inputs. Thus, a rate-of-change in resource
availability or use may be derived from average household
usage, current supply availability and current/predicted/his-
toric weather conditions in the water module 110, the elec-
tricity module 110 and the natural gas module 110; and emis-
sions by location (e.g. “hot spots”) may be considered in the
carbon emissions module 110.

Referring again to FIG. 2, the Conservation Modeling
Engine 116 is configured to select an appropriate module 110
in response to an identified resource and utilize Predictive
Modeling Agent 118, Scenario Simulator 120 and Project
Plan Optimizer 122 components to perform modeling, create
scenarios of possible implementation plans and display a
plurality of resultant optimized plans each differentiated by
specific result parameters. The Predictive Modeling Agent
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118 and Scenario Simulator 120 use predictive methods to
predict what value a certain input variable may have at a time
of plan execution; for example they may predict a future
severity of a resource shortage. Some embodiments may uti-
lize Monte Carlo methodology, which solves a problem by
generating suitable random numbers and observing that frac-
tion of the numbers obeying some property or properties; this
type of method is useful for obtaining numerical solutions to
problems considered too complicated to solve analytically.

Prior art decision systems often operate in two basic meth-
ods, wherein inputs are set and may not be modified, and the
decision system determines resulting outputs; and wherein
inputs are set but may be modified to achieve desired output.
In contrast, the Predictive Modeling Agent 118 of the present
invention provides a hybrid decision entity, wherein the Con-
servation Modeling Engine 116 may modify both inputs 102,
104, 106, 108, 112 and 114 and optimized conservation plan
outputs 124 to meet thresholds set at each end and thereby
determine the best optimized plan at 124. More particularly,
feedback 129 to the user-defined criteria input 108 enables
calculation of plans and values by modifying both inputs and
outputs.

The Project Plan Optimizer 122 uses one or more optimi-
zation algorithms to address optimization problems, provid-
ing computational solutions to a problem in which the object
is to find the best of all possible solutions. More formally, it
finds a solution in a feasible region which meets a minimum
or maximum value of an objective function, and may recom-
mend plans or solutions at 124 based on a most efficient use of
combined available resources and weighted inputs, priorities
and/or parameters (e.g., response to time, energy, money,
space, etc.), which may also be presented, represented or
analyzed on a return-on-investment (ROI) basis.

Tlustrative but not exhaustive examples of optimization
algorithms that may be used by the Project Plan Optimizer
122 include: a “Greedy Algorithm,” one that that follows a
problem-solving metaheuristic of making a locally optimum
choice at each stage, with the objective of finding a global
optimum result; a “Penalty Method,” which replaces an origi-
nal constraint optimization problem with a series of uncon-
strained problems, wherein the individual problem solutions
must converge to a solution of the original constrained prob-
lem; and a “Cooperative Optimization,” which is a general
optimization method incorporating a cooperation principle in
attacking difficult optimization problems. Embodiments of
the Project Plan Optimizer 122 utilizing Cooperative Optimi-
zation algorithmic processes may solve real-world optimiza-
tion problems encompassing millions of variables while
meeting high performance and speed standards.

In one example implementation, a facility manager desires
to reduce water usage, for example in response to a govern-
ment or enterprise entity mandate resulting from a current or
projected water supply shortage. In order to generate an effi-
cient facilities upgrade plan in compliance with the mandate,
the facility manager identifies the resource of concern as
“water” to the Conservation Modeling Engine 116, which
responsively selects a Water Resource Conservation Module
110 from a plurality of available resource modules 110. The
facility manager further provides specific inputs, dependen-
cies and rules for possible water conservation scenarios as
user-defined criteria 108 or thresholds/targets 112 to the Con-
servation Modeling Engine 116, for example including mini-
mum requirements to meet availability expectations (e.g.,
pipes cannot run dry, temperatures must remain above freez-
ing, etc.).

Water resource-related static inputs 102 are provided to or
retrieved by the Conservation Modeling Engine 116, includ-
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ing number of buildings and locations, proximity to each
other, number of facility items at each location (e.g., faucets,
washing machines, toilets, etc.). Water resource-related
Dynamic inputs 104 are also provided to or retrieved by the
Conservation Modeling Engine 116, including traffic patterns
for each facility and facility item, number of people available
to perform upgrades, estimated time of an item upgrade, costs
to upgrade per facility item, time and costs to move upgrade
crews between facilities, etc.

The Conservation Modeling Engine 116 utilizes predictive
methods through the Predictive Modeling Agent 118, Sce-
nario Simulator 120 and Project Plan Optimizer 122 compo-
nents as discussed above, which incorporate and consider
expected weather conditions, increased or reduced demands
and availability due to holidays and/or special events in the
community, predicted future drought severity, governmental
energy and/or water conservation incentives, risks, possible
political actions, etc., from the data inputs 102, 104 and 106
and past experience 114 to produce three different optimized
plans 174,176 and 178 illustrated in FIG. 4 which created and
displayed differentiated with respect to differentiated relative
main objectives 162 as well as other attributes 164-172.

More particularly, the table 160 of FIG. 4 presents the
optimized plans 174, 176 and 178 by indicating their difter-
entiated relative main objectives 162: the first plan 174
achieves the highest relative amount of water conserved; the
second plan 176 offers the fastest time of implementation;
and the third plan 178 offers the lowest implementation cost.
Thus, in one aspect, a user may choose (or the Conservation
Modeling Engine 116 automatically chooses) one of the plans
174, 176 and 178 in response to a preference or priority; if
maximum water conservation is desired or required indepen-
dent of cost, then the first plan 174 is selected, but if time of
implementation is more important than cost, then the second
plan 176 should be selected, and if lowest cost is more impor-
tant than either time or resource savings, the third plan 178 is
selected.

The main relative characteristics 162 may also be weighted
or prioritized relevant to each other through user-defined
criteria 108 or threshold/targets 112 to provide recommenda-
tions or automatic selections. In one example, from a total of
100% the priority of relative total cost of a resource conser-
vation action plan is weighted at 60%, the priority of arelative
amount of conservation achieved by a plan is weighted at
30%, and the priority of a relative time period to effect a
conservation action plan is weighted at 10%: thus since rela-
tive total cost has the highest priority, the least costly plan 178
of FIG. 4 would be recommended or automatically selected
by the Conservation Modeling Engine 116 over the other
plans 174 and 176.

According to the present invention, the attributes 164-172
of'each plan 174, 176 and 178 are also displayed in the table
160. Thus, actions to be taken are organized with respect to
periods of time, with first “week 1” row 164 and second
“week 2 row 166 displaying deployment order in routes “Al,
C3 and B2 etc., that may identify buildings, floors,
addresses or other location indicia associated with certain
faucets for replacement. Costs 168 of executing each plan
174, 176 and 178 in terms of money and resources (e.g.
materials costs for new faucets, man-hours, etc.) are pro-
vided. Resources saved 170 by executing each plan (e.g.
quantified through comparison to the cost of a baseline such
as the costs of doing nothing or in executing a current or
alternative baseline plan) are provided in gallons-per-day
(g.p.d.). Lastly, the duration of time required to achieve a
return-on-investment (ROI) 172 equivalent to the costs of
implementation is also provided. Thus, in one aspect, any or
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each of the attributes 164, 166, 168, 170 and 172 may also be
used and considered in selecting one of the three plans 174,
176 and 178.

FIG. 5 illustrates a programmable device or module 200
configured to provide a conservation modeling engine frame-
work according to the present invention, for example as illus-
trated and/or configured to provide the processes and results
illustrated in FIGS. 1-4 and described above. The device 200
may be incorporated into a larger system (such as one pro-
vided by a service provider) wherein other applications and
components of the larger system accomplish systems and
methods according to the present invention, or it may be a
stand-alone device or module 200 configured to perform each
of the systems and methods described above. The present
embodiment thus comprises a central processing unit (CPU)
or other processing means 201 in communication with a
memory 203 comprising logic components that enable the
CPU 201 to perform processes and methods according to the
present application. Thus, the memory 203 comprises Cus-
tomizable Resource Conservation Modules 110 and a Predic-
tive Modeling Agent 118 logic component, a Scenario Simu-
lator 120 logic component and a Project Plan Optimizer 122
logic component, each having functions and attributes under-
stood through reference to FIGS. 1-4 the associated specifi-
cation materials above.

A power source 205 is configured to provide operative
power to the device 200; examples include battery units 205
and power inputs configured to receive alternating or direct
current electrical power, and other appropriate power units
205 will be apparent to one skilled in the art. A communica-
tion port or network link/node means (“com port™) 207 is also
provided and configured to enable data and other communi-
cations as may be appropriate, for example as discussed
above.

II. Computerized Implementation

Referring now to FIG. 6, an exemplary computerized
implementation of a conservation modeling engine frame-
work according to the present invention includes a computer
system 304 deployed within a computer infrastructure 308
such as a computer or a programmable device such as a
personal digital assistant (PDA) or cellular phone. This is
intended to demonstrate, among other things, that the present
invention could be implemented within a network environ-
ment 340 (e.g., the Internet, a wide area network (WAN), a
local area network (LLAN), a virtual private network (VPN),
etc.) in communication with one or more additional comput-
ers 336, or on a stand-alone computer infrastructure 308. In
the case of the former, communication throughout the net-
work 340 can occur via any combination of various types of
communication links. For example, the communication links
can comprise addressable connections that may utilize any
combination of wired and/or wireless transmission methods.
Where communications occur via the Internet, connectivity
could be provided by conventional TCP/IP sockets-based
protocol, and an Internet service provider could be used to
establish connectivity to the Internet.

As shown, the computer system 304 includes a central
processing unit (CPU) 312, a memory 316, a bus 320, and
input/output (I/O) interfaces 324. Further, the computer sys-
tem 304 is shown in communication with external 1/O
devices/resources 328 and storage systems 332. In general,
the processing unit 312 executes computer program code,
such as the code to implement various components of the
process and systems, and devices as illustrated in FIGS. 1-5
and described above, including the Customizable Resource
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Conservation Modules 110, the Predictive Modeling Agent
118 logic component, the Scenario Simulator 120 logic com-
ponent and the Project Plan Optimizer 122 logic component,
and which are stored in memory 316 and/or storage system
332. It is to be appreciated that two or more, including all, of
these components may be implemented as a single compo-
nent.

While executing computer program code, the processing
unit 312 can read and/or write data to/from the memory 316,
the storage system 332 (e.g. the, and/or the /O interfaces 324.
The bus 320 provides a communication link between each of
the components in computer system 304. The external
devices 328 can comprise any devices (e.g., keyboards, point-
ing devices, displays, etc.) that enable a user to interact with
computer system 304 and/or any devices (e.g., network card,
modem, etc.) that enable computer system 304 to communi-
cate with one or more other computing devices.

The computer infrastructure 308 is only illustrative of vari-
ous types of computer infrastructures for implementing the
invention. For example, in one embodiment, computer infra-
structure 308 comprises two or more computing devices (e.g.,
a server cluster) that communicate over a network to perform
the various process steps of the invention. Moreover, com-
puter system 304 is only representative of various possible
computer systems that can include numerous combinations of
hardware.

To this extent, in other embodiments, the computer system
304 can comprise any specific purpose-computing article of
manufacture comprising hardware and/or computer program
code for performing specific functions, any computing article
of manufacture that comprises a combination of specific pur-
pose and general-purpose hardware/software, or the like. In
each case, the program code and hardware can be created
using standard programming and engineering techniques,
respectively. Moreover, the processing unit 312 may com-
prise a single processing unit, or be distributed across one or
more processing units in one or more locations, e.g., on a
client and server. Similarly, the memory 316 and/or the stor-
age system 332 can comprise any combination of various
types of data storage and/or transmission media that reside at
one or more physical locations.

Further, /O interfaces 324 can comprise any system for
exchanging information with one or more of the external
device 328. Still further, it is understood that one or more
additional components (e.g., system software, math co-pro-
cessing unit, etc.) not shown in FIG. 4 can be included in
computer system 304. However, if computer system 304
comprises a handheld device or the like, it is understood that
one or more of the external devices 328 (e.g., adisplay) and/or
the storage system 332 could be contained within computer
system 304, not externally as shown.

The storage system 332 can be any type of system (e.g., a
database) capable of providing storage for information under
the present invention. To this extent, the storage system 332
could include one or more storage devices, such as a magnetic
disk drive or an optical disk drive. In another embodiment, the
storage system 332 includes data distributed across, for
example, a local area network (LAN), wide area network
(WAN) or a storage area network (SAN) (not shown). In
addition, although not shown, additional components, such as
cache memory, communication systems, system software,
etc., may be incorporated into computer system 304.

While shown and described herein as a method and a
system, it is understood that the invention further provides
various alternative embodiments. For example, in one
embodiment, the invention provides a computer-readable/
useable medium that includes computer program code to
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enable a computer infrastructure to implement methods, sys-
tems and devices according to the present application, for
example as illustrated in FIGS. 1 through 4 described above
and otherwise herein. To this extent, the computer-readable/
useable medium includes program code that implements each
of the various process steps of the present application.

It is understood that the terms “computer-readable
medium” or “computer useable medium” comprise one or
more of any type of physical embodiment of the program
code. In particular, the computer-readable/useable medium
can comprise program code embodied on one or more por-
table storage articles of manufacture (e.g., a compact disc, a
magnetic disk, a tape, etc.), on one or more data storage
portions of a computing device, such as the memory 316
and/or the storage system 332 (e.g., a fixed disk, a read-only
memory, a random access memory, a cache memory, etc.).

Still yet, computer infrastructure 308 is intended to dem-
onstrate that some or all of the components of implementation
according to the present application could be deployed, man-
aged, serviced, etc. by a service provider who offers to imple-
ment, deploy, and/or perform the functions of the present
invention for others, for example by licensing methods and
browser or application server technology to an internet ser-
vice provider (ISP) or a cellular telephone provider. In one
embodiment, the invention may comprise a business method
that performs the process steps of the invention on a subscrip-
tion, advertising, and/or fee basis. Thus, a service provider
can create, maintain, support, etc., a computer infrastructure,
such as the computer infrastructure 308 that performs the
process steps of the present application for one or more cus-
tomers, and in return the service provider can receive pay-
ment from the customer(s) under a subscription and/or fee
agreement and/or the service provider can receive payment
from the sale of advertising content to one or more third
parties.

In still another embodiment, the invention provides a com-
puter-implemented method for enabling the processes, meth-
ods and devices according to the present application. In this
case, a computer infrastructure, such as computer infrastruc-
ture 308, can be provided and one or more systems for per-
forming the process steps of the invention can be obtained
(e.g., created, purchased, used, modified, etc.) and deployed
to the computer infrastructure. To this extent, the deployment
of'a system can comprise one or more of: (1) installing pro-
gram code on a computing device, such as computer system
304, from a computer-readable medium; (2) adding one or
more computing devices to the computer infrastructure; and
(3) incorporating and/or modifying one or more existing sys-
tems of the computer infrastructure to enable the computer
infrastructure to perform the process steps of the invention.

As used herein, it is understood that the terms “program
code” and “computer program code” are synonymous and
mean any expression, in any language, code or notation, of'a
set of instructions intended to cause a computing device hav-
ing an information processing capability to perform a particu-
lar function either directly or after either or both of the fol-
lowing: (a) conversion to another language, code or notation;
and/or (b) reproduction in a different material form. To this
extent, program code can be embodied as one or more of: an
application/software program, component software/a library
of functions, an operating system, a basic /O system/driver
for a particular computing and/or 1/O device, and the like.
Computer readable media can be any available media that can
be accessed by a computer. By way of example, and not
limitation, computer readable media may comprise “com-
puter storage media” and “communications media.”
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“Computer storage media” include volatile and non-vola-
tile, removable and non-removable media implemented in
any method or technology for storage of information such as
computer readable instructions, data structures, program
modules, or other data. Computer storage media includes, but
is not limited to, RAM, ROM, EEPROM, flash memory or
other memory technology, CD-ROM, digital versatile disks
(DVD) or other optical storage, magnetic cassettes, magnetic
tape, magnetic disk storage or other magnetic storage devices,
or any other medium which can be used to store the desired
information and which can be accessed by a computer.

“Communication media” typically embodies computer
readable instructions, data structures, program modules, or
other data in a modulated data signal, such as carrier wave or
other transport mechanism. Communication media also
includes any information delivery media.

The term “modulated data signal” means a signal that has
one or more of its characteristics set or changed in such a
manner as to encode information in the signal. By way of
example, and not limitation, communication media includes
wired media such as a wired network or direct-wired connec-
tion, and wireless media such as acoustic, RF, infrared, and
other wireless media. Combinations of any of the above are
also included within the scope of computer readable media.

Certain examples and elements described in the present
specification, including in the claims and as illustrated in the
Figures, may be distinguished or otherwise identified from
others by unique adjectives (e.g. a “first” element distin-
guished from another “second” or “third” of a plurality of
elements, a “primary” distinguished from a “secondary,” one
or “another” item, etc.) Such identifying adjectives are gen-
erally used to reduce confusion or uncertainty, and are not to
be construed to limit the claims to any specific illustrated
element or embodiment, or to imply any precedence, ordering
orranking of any claim elements, limitations or process steps.

The foregoing description of various aspects of the inven-
tion has been presented for purposes of illustration and
description. It is not intended to be exhaustive or to limit the
invention to the precise form disclosed, and obviously, many
modifications and variations are possible. Such modifications
and variations that may be apparent to a person skilled in the
art are intended to be included within the scope of the inven-
tion as defined by the accompanying claims.

What is claimed is:

1. A method for providing a conservation modeling engine

framework, comprising:

selecting, at a conservation modeling engine, a customiz-
able resource conservation module from a provided plu-
rality of different customizable resource conservation
modules as a function of the selected module being
customized to a resource identified for conservation,
wherein the selected module includes requirements
unique to the resource identified for conservation, and
wherein each of the different customizable resource
conservation modules are customized to different ones
of a plurality of distinct resources that includes the
resource identified for conservation;

determining, at the conservation modeling engine, a rate of
change of availability of the resource identified for con-
servation from:

areal-time sensor input comprising a current level of usage
of the resource identified for conservation;

a dynamic data feed comprising at least one of weather
conditions, and demands for the resource identified for
conservation that are currently predicted to occur over a
future time period;
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static data comprising a number of facility items using the

resource identified for conservation; and

historic data comprising at least one of an average usage

rate of the resource identified for conservation by the
facility items, and a historic weather pattern for a region
comprising the facility items;

creating, at the conservation modeling engine, a plurality

of different conservation plans for the region for the
future time period by applying the selected customizable
resource conservation module to inputs of the deter-
mined rate of change of availability of the resource, the
real-time sensor input, the dynamic data feed, the static
data and the historic data, wherein the plurality of con-
servation plans includes a first plan that has a least
implementation cost, a second plan that has a fastest
time for implementation and a third plan that conserves
a most amount of the resource identified for conserva-
tion;

optimizing, by a hardware processor, using one of a greedy

algorithm, a penalty method algorithm and a cooperative
optimization, the first, second and the third plans by
predicting utilizing a Monte Carlo methodology, future
values of input variables at an execution time of the first,
second and third plans; and

based on said predicting, moditying the input variables and

the optimized first, second and third plans to meet
thresholds set at an end of a feedback workflow.

2. The method of claim 1, further comprising displaying
the optimized first, second and third plans in a single table
diagram that:

distinguishes different values of implementation costs,

times for implementation and total amounts of the
resource identified for conservation that are each dis-
played for each of the displayed plans;
identifies the first plan as having the least implementation
cost, the second plan as having the fastest time for imple-
mentation, and the third plan as conserving the most
amount of the resource identified for conservation; and

displays sets of ordered pluralities of different location-
specific actions to be taken to implement each of the
optimized first, second and third plans and in association
with respective ones of the optimized first, second and
third plans, wherein each of the sets of ordered plurali-
ties are associated with different ones of the optimized
first, second and third plans and comprise different
orders of the location-specific actions.

3. The method of claim 2, further comprising:

displaying each of the sets of the ordered pluralities of

different location-specific actions in association with
time periods for taking the ordered actions, wherein the
time periods are subsets of a total time of the time for
implementation of an associated plan of the optimized
first, second and third plans.

4. The method of claim 3, further comprising:

predicting each of a plurality of values of an input variable

at a time of execution of each of the optimized first,
second and third plans;

predicting a future severity of a shortage of the resource

identified for conservation; and

wherein the step of creating the optimized first, second and

third plans is further a function of the plurality of pre-
dicted values of the input variable and the predicted
future shortage severity.

5. The method of claim 4, further comprising:

selecting user-defined criteria as a function of the resource

identified for conservation and the selected customiz-
able resource conservation module;
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selecting and collecting data as a function of the resource
identified for conservation and the selected customiz-
able resource conservation module;

weighting the selected and collected data as a function of
the selected user-defined criteria to generate the input
data; and

modifying thresholds of the selected user-defined criteria
in response to feedback from the created plurality of
different optimized conservation plans at the end of the
feedback workflow.

6. The method of claim 5, further comprising:

calculating and displaying an estimated return-on-invest-
ment time period for each of the optimized first, second
and third plans as a function of their respective imple-
mentation costs; and

weighting the first plan, the second plan and the third plan
through the user-defined criteria to recommend a plan
and a time duration to achieve a return on investment of
the recommended plan.

7. The method of claim 6, further comprising the process-
ing unit automatically selecting and implementing a one of
the optimized first, second and third plans having the identi-
fied lowest time for implementation, the identified highest
total amount of the identified resource identified for conser-
vation, or the identified lowest implementation cost, in
response to a specified priority.

8. The method of claim 1, further comprising:

integrating computer-readable program code into a com-
puter infrastructure comprising a processor, a computer
readable memory and a computer readable storage
medium, wherein the computer readable program code
is embodied on the computer readable storage medium
and comprises instructions that, when executed by the
processor via the computer readable memory, cause the
processor to perform the steps of selecting the customi-
zable resource conservation module, determining the
rate of change of availability of the resource identified
for conservation, optimizing the first, second and the
third plans and modifying the input variables and the
optimized first, second and third plans to meet thresh-
olds sets at the end of the feedback workflow.

9. A system, comprising:

a hardware processor, a computer readable memory and a
computer-readable hardware storage device;

wherein the hardware processor, when executing program
instructions stored on the computer-readable hardware
storage device via the computer readable memory:

selects a customizable resource conservation module from
a provided plurality of different customizable resource
conservation modules as a function of the selected mod-
ule being customized to a resource identified for conser-
vation, wherein the selected module includes require-
ments unique to the resource identified for conservation,
and wherein each of the different customizable resource
conservation modules are customized to different ones
of a plurality of distinct resources that includes the
resource identified for conservation;

determines a rate of change of availability of the resource
identified for conservation from:

areal-time sensor input comprising a current level of usage
of the resource identified for conservation;

a dynamic data feed comprising at least one of weather
conditions, and demands for the resource identified for
conservation that are currently predicted to occur over a
future time period;

static data comprising a number of facility items using the
resource identified for conservation; and
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historic data comprising at least one of an average usage
rate of the resource identified for conservation by the
facility items, and a historic weather pattern for a region
comprising the facility items;

creates a plurality of different conservation plans for the

region for the future period time by applying the selected
customizable resource conservation module to inputs of
the determined rate of change of availability of the
resource, the real-time sensor input, the dynamic data
feed, the static data and the historic data, wherein the
plurality of conservation plans includes a first plan that
has a least optimized implementation cost, a second plan
that has a fastest time for implementation and a third
plan that conserves a most amount of the resource iden-
tified for conservation;

optimizes, via one of a greedy algorithm, a penalty method

algorithm and a cooperative optimization, the first, sec-
ond and the third plans by predicting utilizing a Monte
Carlo methodology, future values of input variables at an
execution time of the first, second and third plans; and
based on said predicting, modifies the input variables and
the optimized first, second and third plans to meet
thresholds sets at an end of a feedback workflow.

10. The system of claim 9, wherein the hardware processor,
when executing the program instructions stored on the com-
puter-readable hardware storage device via the computer
readable memory, further:

displays the optimized first, second and third plans in a

single table diagram that:

distinguishes different values of implementation costs,

times for implementation and total amounts of the
resource identified for conservation that are each dis-
played for each of the displayed plans;
identifies the first plan as having the least implementation
cost, the second plan as having the fastest time for imple-
mentation, and the third plan as conserving the most
amount of the resource identified for conservation; and

displays sets of ordered pluralities of different location-
specific actions to be taken to implement each of the
optimized first, second and third plans and in association
with respective ones of the optimized first, second and
third plans, wherein each of the sets of ordered plurali-
ties are associated with different ones of the optimized
first, second and third plans and comprise different
orders of the location-specific actions.

11. The system of claim 10, wherein the hardware proces-
sor, when executing the program instructions stored on the
computer-readable hardware storage device via the computer
readable memory, further displays each of the sets of the
ordered pluralities of different location-specific actions in the
single table in association with time periods for taking the
ordered actions, wherein the time periods are subsets of a total
time of the time for implementation of an associated plan of
the optimized first, second and third plans.

12. The system of claim 11, wherein the hardware proces-
sor, when executing the program instructions stored on the
computer-readable hardware storage device via the computer
readable memory, further:

predicts each of a plurality of values of an input variable at

atime of execution of each of the optimized first, second
and third plans;

predicts a future severity of a shortage of the resource

identified for conservation; and

creates the optimized first, second and third plans as a

function of the plurality of predicted values of the input
variable and the predicted future shortage severity.
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13. The system of claim 12, wherein the hardware proces-
sor, when executing the program instructions stored on the
computer-readable hardware storage device via the computer
readable memory, further:

selects user-defined criteria as a function of the resource
identified for conservation and the selected customiz-
able resource conservation module;

selects and collects data as a function of the resource iden-
tified for conservation and the selected customizable
resource conservation module;

weights the selected and collected data as a function of the
selected user-defined criteria to generate the input data;
and

modifies thresholds of the selected user-defined criteria in
response to feedback from the created plurality of dif-
ferent optimized conservation plans at the end of the
feedback workflow.

14. The system of claim 13, wherein the hardware proces-
sor, when executing the program instructions stored on the
computer-readable hardware storage device via the computer
readable memory, further:

calculates and displays an estimated return-on-investment
time period for each of the optimized first, second and
third plans as a function of their respective implementa-
tion costs; and

weights the first plan, the second plan and the third plan
through the user-defined criteria to recommend a plan
and a time duration to achieve a return on investment of
the recommended plan.

15. The system of claim 9, wherein the hardware processor,
when executing the program instructions stored on the com-
puter-readable hardware storage device via the computer
readable memory, further automatically selects and imple-
ments, in response to a specified priority, a one of the opti-
mized first, second and third plans having the identified low-
est time for implementation, the identified highest total
amount of the resource identified for conservation, or the
identified lowest implementation cost, in response to a speci-
fied priority.

16. An article of manufacture, comprising:

a computer readable storage hardware device having com-
puter readable program code embodied therewith, the
computer readable program code comprising instruc-
tions that, when executed by a computer system proces-
sor, cause the processor to:

select a customizable resource conservation module from a
provided plurality of different customizable resource
conservation modules as a function of the selected mod-
ule being customized to a resource identified for conser-
vation, wherein the selected module includes require-
ments unique to the resource identified for conservation,
and wherein each of the different customizable resource
conservation modules are customized to different ones
of a plurality of distinct resources that includes the
resource identified for conservation;

determine a rate of change of availability of the resource
identified for conservation from:

a real-time sensor input comprising a current level of
usage or reservoir amount of the resource identified
for conservation;

a dynamic data feed comprising at least one of weather
conditions, and demands for the resource identified
for conservation that are currently predicted to occur
over a future time period;

static data comprising a number of facility items using
the resource identified for conservation; and
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historic data comprising at least one of an average usage
rate of the resource identified for conservation by the
facility items, and a historic weather pattern for a
region comprising the facility items;
create a plurality of different conservation plans for the
region for the future time period by applying the selected
customizable resource conservation module to inputs of
the determined rate of change of availability of the
resource, the real-time sensor input, the dynamic data
feed, the static data and the historic data, wherein the
plurality of conservation plans includes a first plan that
has a least optimized implementation cost, a second plan
that has a fastest time for implementation and a third
plan that conserves a most amount of the resource iden-
tified for conservation;
optimize, via one of a greedy algorithm, a penalty method
algorithm and a cooperative optimization, the first, sec-
ond and the third plans by predicting utilizing a Monte
Carlo methodology, future values of input variables at an
execution time of the first, second and third plans; and

based on said predicting, modify the input variables and the
optimized first, second and third plans to meet thresh-
olds sets at an end of a feedback workflow.

17. The article of manufacture of claim 16, wherein the
computer readable program code instructions, when executed
by the processor, further cause the processor to:

display the optimized first, second and third plans in a

single table diagram that:

distinguishes different values of implementation costs,

times for implementation and total amounts of the
resource identified for conservation that are each dis-
played for each of the displayed plans;
identifies the first plan as having the least implementation
cost, the second plan as having the fastest time for imple-
mentation, and the third plan as conserving the most
amount of the resource identified for conservation; and

displays sets of ordered pluralities of different location-
specific actions to be taken to implement each of the
optimized first, second and third plans and in association
with respective ones of the optimized first, second and
third plans, wherein each of the sets of ordered plurali-
ties are associated with different ones of the optimized
first, second and third plans and comprise different
orders of the location-specific actions.

18. The article of manufacture of claim 17, wherein the
computer readable program code instructions, when executed
by the processor, further cause the processor to display each
of the sets of the ordered pluralities of different location-
specific actions in the single table in association with time
periods for taking the ordered actions, wherein the time peri-
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ods are subsets of a total time of the time for implementation
of an associated plan of the optimized first, second and third
plans.

19. The article of manufacture of claim 18, wherein the
computer readable program code instructions, when executed
by the processor, further cause the processor to:

predict each of a plurality of values of an input variable at

atime of execution of each of the optimized first, second
and third plans;

predict a future severity of a shortage of the resource iden-

tified for conservation; and

create the optimized first, second and third plans as a func-

tion of the plurality of predicted values of the input
variable and the predicted future shortage severity.

20. The article of manufacture of claim 19, wherein the
computer readable program code instructions, when executed
by the processor, further cause the processor to:

select user-defined criteria as a function of the resource

identified for conservation and the selected customiz-
able resource conservation module;

select and collect data as a function of the resource identi-

fied for conservation and the selected customizable
resource conservation module;

weight the selected and collected data as a function of the

selected user-defined criteria to generate the input data;
and

modify thresholds of the selected user-defined criteria in

response to feedback from the created plurality of dif-
ferent optimized conservation plans at the end of the
feedback workflow.

21. The article of manufacture of claim 20, wherein the
computer readable program code instructions, when executed
by the processor, further cause the processor to:

calculate and display an estimated return-on-investment

time period for each of the optimized first, second and
third plans as a function of their respective implementa-
tion costs; and

weight the first plan, the second plan and the third plan

through the user-defined criteria to recommend a plan
and a time duration to achieve a return on investment of
the recommended plan.

22. The article of manufacture of claim 21, wherein the
computer readable program code instructions, when executed
by the processor, further cause the processor to automatically
selectand implement, in response to a specified priority, a one
of the optimized first, second and third plans having the
identified lowest time for implementation, the identified high-
est total amount of the resource identified for conservation, or
the identified lowest implementation cost, in response to a
specified priority.



